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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1. Claims 1-54 are currently pending in this application. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-9, 11-15, 19-27, 29-33, 37-47, and 49-51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over the article entitled "Composable ad hoc location-based services for 
heterogeneous mobile clients" by Hodes in view of U.S. Patent Number 6,532,368 to Hild et al. 

4. As to claim 1, Hodes teaches a method of accessing a service, comprising: a client device 
forming a communication link with a service device (Section 3.3); the client device directly 
requesting to the service device a document that describes an interface to access a service 
provided by the service device (Section 3.3); the cKent device receiving said document directly 
from the service device, wherein said document comprises information describing how to access 
the service (Section 3.7.2); wherein said requesting and said receiving are performed over said 
communication link (Section 3.4); and the cKent device using the information from said 
document to access the service (Section 3.7.2); however Roberts does not explicitly teach a 
direct point-to-point Unk. 
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Hild teaches a method for accessing a service using a direct point-to-point link (col. 8, 
lines 9-20). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Computer Networking art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Hode regarding the discovery of interfaces for 
accessing a service with the teachings of Hild regarding accessing a service via a direct point-to- 
point link because a point-to-point link would be a common way of accessing a service 
interaction proxy such as the one taught by Hode. 

5. As to claim 2, Hode teaches requesting comprising the client sending an advertisement 
request message for the service to the service device over the communication link, wherein the 
advertisement request message is in a data representation language (Section 3.3). 

6. As to claim 3, Hode teaches the data representation language is XML (Section 3.7,2). 

7. As to claim 4, Hode teaches a method wherein said document comprises a service 
advertisement for the service, wherein said service advertisement comprises a schema specifying 
an interface to at least a portion of the service (Section 3.7.2). 

8. As to claim 5, Hode teaches a method wherein said schema is an XML schema defining 
XML messages for a cHent on the cHent device to send the service and the service to send to the 
client in order for the client to access capabilities of the service (Section 3.7.2). 

9. As to claim 6, Hode teaches a method wherein the cUent device using the information 
from said document comprises the client sending one or more of said XML messages to the 
service over said communication link (Section 3.7.2). 

10. As to claim 7, Hode teaches a method wherein said receiving comprises receiving said 
document in an advertisement request response message sent from the service over said 



Application/Control Number: 09/656,588 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2142 

communication link, wherein the advertisement request response message is in a data 
representation language (Section 3.7.2). 

11. As to claim 8, Hode teaches a method wherein the data representation language is XML 
(Section 3.7.2). 

12. As to claim 9, Hode teaches a method wherein the client device in proximity to a service 
device for wireless communications (Section 3.5). 

13. As to claim 11, Hode teaches a method wherein the client device is in wireless proximity 
of the service device (Section 3.5 among others). 

14. As to claim 12, Hode teaches a method wherein said requesting comprises including 
client security credential in a request to said service device for said document, and wherein said 
service device authenticates said cHent security credential before sending said document to the 
client device (Section 3.7.4). 

15. As to claim 13, Hode teaches a method wherein said cUent device using the information 
from said document to access the service comprises: a cUent on the client device requesting a 
security credential form an authentication service specified in said document; the cUent receiving 
said security credential (Section 3.6); and the chent including said security credential with a 
subsequent to the service to access a capability of the service (Section 3.6). 

16. As to claim 14, Hode teaches a method comprising the service verifying the cUent's 
security credential before allowing access to the capability (Section 3.6). 

17. As to claim 15, Hode teaches a method wherein said authentication service is provided by 
the service device (Section 3.6). 
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18. As to claims 19-33 and 39-51, they feature limitations found in claims 1-15 and are 
rejected for the same reasons as claims 1-15. 

19. As to claim 37, it features limitations corresponding to the client in claim 1 and is 
therefore rejected for the same reasons as claim 1 . 

20. As to claim 38, it features limitations corresponding to the server in claim 1 and is 
therefore rejected for the same reasons as claim 1 . 

21 . Claims 10, 28, and 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
article entitled "Composable ad hoc location-based services for heterogeneous mobile chents" by 
Hodes in view of U.S. Patent Number 6,532,368 to Hild et al. in further view of U.S. Patent 
Number 6,795,429 to Schuster et al.. 

22. As to claim 10, the Hodes-Hild combination combines to make claim 1 obvious; however 
the Hodes-Hild combination does not explicitly teach the use of a IrDA infrared link. 

Schuster teaches the use of an IrDA infrared link to access a service (col. 5, lines 52-61). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Computer Networking art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of the Hodes-Hild combination regarding wireless 
communication with the teachings of Schuster regarding IrDA links because such links are 
common in wireless communications (Schuster, col. 5, lines 52-61). 

23. As to claims 28 and 48, they are rejected for the same reasons as claim 10. 

24. Claims 16-18, 34-36, and 52-54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the article entitled "Composable ad hoc location-based services for 
heterogeneous mobile clients" by Hodes in view of U.S. Patent Number 6,532,368 to Hild et al. 
in fiirther view of U.S. Patent Number 6,405,027 to Bell. 
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25. As to claim 16, the Hodes-Hild combination does not explicitly teach a chent device 
being a bridge. 

Bell teaches a chent device acting as a bridge (col. 2, line 64-col. 3, hne 46). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Computer Networking art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of the Hodes-Hild combination regarding wireless 
communication with the teachings of Bell regarding using wireless device as a bridge because 
such configurations are useful in conferencing situations (col. 1, hues 18-40). 

26. As to claim 17, Bell teaches a transport connection comprising a network connection 
(col. 2, line 64-col. 3, line 46). 

27. As to claim 18, Bell teaches a network connection comprising an internet connection 
(col. 2, line 64-col. 3, line 46). 

28. As to claims 34-36 and 52-54, they feature limitations found in claims 16-18 and are 
rejected for the same reasons as claims 16-18. 

Response to Arguments 

29. Applicant's arguments filed 1/1 1/2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The applicant argues the following points: a) Instead of client requesting interface 
documents directly fi'om service devices, Hodes teaches that SIPs aggregate service information 
for muhiple service devices, such as all the controllable lights in a room; b) Hodes in view of 
Hild fails to teach or suggest the client device forming a direct point-to-point communication 
link with the service device; c) Merely because a direct point-to-point hnk may be "a common 
way of accessing" devices in some contexts, does not provide any motivation to modify the 



Application/Control Number: 09/656,588 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2142 

system of Hodes way from the use of SIPs providing aggregated service information to clients; 
and d) Modifying Hodes so that client's directly request service information form the service 
devices themselves via direct point-to-point link would clearly change the principle of operation 
of Hodes' system, 

30. As to point a), the claim language merely states that the client requests a service directly 
from the service device. There is no limitation which states that the service is on the service 
device. The SIP reads on the service device because it is in fact a device that provides services. 
The SIP provides interface specifications to the client which are considered document describing 
an interface. 

31. As to point b-d), the paradigm of Hode teaches a wireless system for accessing services. 
Hode does not explicitly describe a method for accessing the wireless system. Hild shows that a 
point-to-point connection is an obvious way to access a wireless system. The use of a point-to- 
point connection to access a wireless device is not a novel concept. 



Conclusion 

32. TfflS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Apphcant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
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will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

33. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Douglas B. Blair whose telephone number is 571-272-3893. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8: 30am- 5pm Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on 571-272-3868. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an appUcation may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or PubUc PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Douglas Blair 





